
3201 Spurgin Road
Missoula, MT 59801

October 26, 1995

To: Environmenta! Ouality Council, Capito! Bldg., Helena, MT 59260
Dept. of Health & Environmental Sciences, Director's office
Dept. of Fish, wildlife and Parks

Director's Office
Park's Division
Fisheries Division
Wildlife Division
Regional SuPervisor
Lands Section
Design & construction
Legal Unit

Montana Historical Society, State Historic Preservation Office
Montana State Library
Jim Jensen, MT Environmental lnfo. Center, POB 1184, Helena, MT 59624
Janet Ellis Montana Audubon Council, POB 924, Helena, MT 59924
Wildlife Federation, POB 653, Bozeman, MT 59715
Wayne Hirst, Montana State Parks Foundation, POB 728, Libby, MT 59923
George Ochenski, POB 689, Helena, MT 59624
County Commissioners
Other Local lnterested People or Groups

Ladies and Gentlemen: [AC^I"Sna^r]?&^vi^
The enclosed Environmental Assessment (EA) fAs been prepared for Acceotion of
dlonate0l landls for the Department's Fishang Acce$ Program. and is submitted for
yow consiOeration. Ouestions and comments will be accepted until November 9-

i ggS. lf you have questions, feel free to contact me at (406)543-5500. All

comments may be sent to the undersigned.

Thank you for your interest.

$ncerely, +_
cIA9.- Dltd,**vv
Lee Bastian
Region 2 Parks Manager

htrto*it'-



MEPA/NEPA/HB4gs CHECKLIST

1. Type of Proposed Stat6 Action To acceot donated lands for the Deoartment's
Fishino Access Prooram.

2. Agency Authority for the Proposed Action 23-1-102

3. Name of Proiect Malonev Ranch Dedications bv Mr. Rov Prock.

4. Name, Address and Phone Number of Proiect Sponsor (if other than the agencyl

tf ApdicaHe:

Estimated Construction/Commencement Date 
-Estimated Completion Date 

-Current Status of Project Design (% complete) 
-

Location Affected by Proposed Action (county, rango and townshipl

Missoula County, Range 20 West, Township 12 North

proiect Size: Estimate the number of acres that wodd be direcdy affected that aro

currendy:

5.

6.

7.

(a) Developed:
residential 

- 
acres

industrial 
- 

acres

(b) Open Space/Woodlands/
Recreation . . . . -9L acres

(c) Wetlands/RiParian
Areas 83 acres

please Note: acreages fall into more than one category, total donation is 98 acres'

Map/site plan: attach an odginal g 1l2' x 11" or larger section of tle most recsnt

USGS 7.5, series topograph:c map showing the tocation and boundades of the area

that would be affettel LV the proposed action. A different map scale may be

substittrted if more appropriate or if required by agency rule. lf available, a site dan
should also be attached.

See attached site maps provided by WGM group, consultant hired by Mr' Roy Prock'

(d)

(e)

Floodplain 78 acres

Productive:
irrigated cropland - 

acres
dry cropland - 

acres
forestry - 

acres
rangeland - 

acres
other - 

acres



ncv. 9. Narrative Summary of the Proposed Action or Project inctuding the Benefits and purpose of
the proposed Action.

The Maloney Ranch is approximately five miles south of the Missoula urban area, adjacent
to the Bitterroot River and Highway 93 South. The ranch encompasses an area of 3,OOO
acres,predominatelyinSections 11,14,15,23and24of T12N,R2OW. Mr.Royprockwho
purchased this ranch, hired WGM group out of Missoula to put a land use plan together. The
plan proposes putting 1177 acres into conservation dedications through donations. The
following is a breakdown: Five Valley Land Trust ,6g4acres conservation easement; Missoula
County, 2O2acres conservation easement DNRC, lgl acres feetitle; and, FWp,9g acres
fee title.

The 98 acres proposed for FWP are small parcels of river front properties located on both
sides of the river within the boundaries mentioned in the first paragraph. The total river
frontage would be 2.4 miles. These properties woutd serve to benefit the resource by
protecting the riparian habitat, waterfowlnesting, open space, wildlife viewing opportunities,
and fishing access to tho Bitterroot River.

As population growth continues to increase in western Montana and especially around the
Missoula Valley, it wil! be crucialthat these special places located close to metropolitan areas
become protected. These asreas may also serve critical needs to the public as the years
march by.

By the Department accepting these donated pieces of property, we will be serving a great
need to the public and the resource. The Department wilt be tiving up to its vision foi the
future, " The Montana Department of Fish, Wildlife and Parks is reiponsave to the needs of
diverse resources and habitats entrusted to our care with a focus on the ecotogical systems
they depend on. We exercise a leadership role in resource management and par'ks and
recreational issues and are recognized as the appropriate agency to do so."

Listing of any other Local, Stato or Federal agency that has overlapping or additionat
judsdiction.

(a) Permits:
Aoencv Name Permit Date Filerllt

10.

(b) Funding:
Aoencv Name Fundino Amount

(c) Other Overlapping or Additional Jurisdictional
Aoencv Name Tvoe of Resoonsibilitv

Responsibilities:

2



11. List of Agencies and Firms consutted Dudng preparation of the EA:

Missoula County
Shannon Environmental Services - Phase t Environmental Site Assessment Report
Land & water consulting lnc. - weed Inventory of selected parcels
WGM group - Maloney Ranch Resource lnventory
First American Title lnsurance Company - Commitment for Title lnsurance
First American Title lNsurance company - Mineral ritle Report

3



, PART II. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT

1. LAND RESOURCES

Will the proposed action

Narrative Description and Evaluation of the Cumulativc 6nd Sccondary Effccts on Land Rcsourcce (Attach additional pagee of narrative if needed):

) a. Soil instability or changes in gcologic
substructure?

b. Disruption, displacement, crosion, compaction,
moisture loss, or over-covering of soil which would
reduce productivity or fcrtility?

) c. Destruction, covcring or modification of any
unique goologic or physical featurea?

d, Changer in siltation, dcposition or erosion pattorn3
th€t may modify the channcl of a rivcr or stroam or thc
bcd or shorc of a lake?

e. Exposurc of people or propcrty to crrthqu6kcs,
landslidee, ground failure, or othcr natural hazard?

PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT

) a. Emission of air pollutantr or detcrioretion of
ambicnt air quality? (also aec 13 (cll

b. Creation of objcctionablc odorrT

c. Altoration of air movemcnt, moisturc, or
tomp€raturc pattornr or any changc in climatc, cithor

d. Advcree offccts on vegetation, including crops, duc
to increased emissions of pollutanta?

e.OFor P-R/D-J oroiccts, will th. proicct result in any
discharge which wil! conflict with fcdcral or statc ail
quality rege? (Aleo scc 2a)

AIR

Will thc proposed action rcault in:

Narrative Description and Evaluation of the Cumulativc and Sccondary Effects on Air Rcsourccg (Attach additional pagcs of narrative if needed):

il

,
oa

lncludc a narrativc explanation under Part lll dcscribing thc scopc and lcvcl of irpact. lf the impact is unknown, explain why thc unknown impact
has not or can not bc cvaluated.
lncludc a narrative description addressing thc itoms idcntificd in 12.8.604-1a (ARM)

Determinc whethcr thc deacribcd impact may result and respond on thc checklist. Doscribo any minor or potentially significant impacts.
lnclude a discussion about thc issuc in thc EA narrativo and includc documentation if it will be useful.
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PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT

3. WATER

Will the proposed action result in:

b. Changes in drainage patterns or the rate and amount of
surface runoff?

c. Alteration of the course or magnitudc of flood water or
othor flows?

d. Changes in th6 amount of surfece water in any water
body or creation of a new water body?

e. Exposure of people or proporty to watcr related hazards
such as flooding?

f. Changcs in the quality of groundwatorT

g. Changes in the guantity of groundwatcr?

h, lncrease in risk of contamination of surfacc or
groundwaterT

i. Effocts on any exiating wster right or rcservation?

j. Effects on othcr wat6r uscrs as a result of any alteration
in surfacc or groundwatcr quality?

k. Effects on othor usors ao a result of any alteration in
surfacc or groundwatcr quantity?

m. OESI$&J,, will the project result in any discharge
that will affect fcderal or st6tc watcr quality rcgulationsT
(Also sec 3al

) a. Discharge into surface wator or any alteration of
surface wator quality including but not limited to
temporaturo, dissolved oxygon or turbidity?

O OFor P-R/D-J, will thc projoct affect a designatcd
floodplain? (Also see 3c)

Narrative Description and Evaluation of thc Cumulatinc and Secondary Effects on Watcr Reeourccr (Att6ch additional pagca of narr€tivc if needcd):

I

oo

lncludc a narrative explanation undcr Part lll describing thc scopc and level of impact. lf tho impact ir unknown, explain why tho unknown impact
has not or can not bc cvaluatod.
lnclude a narrativc dcscripdon addrcssing thc itoms identifiad in 12.8.604-1a (ARM)

Determino whcthor tho doscribcd impact may result and respond on tho chocklist. Describc any minor ot potcntially significant imPacts.
lncludc a discussion about thc issue in tho EA narrative and include documontation if it will bc uscful.

5



PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT

4. VEGETATION

Will the proposed action result in:

b. Altoration of a plant community?

c. Adverse effects on any unique, raro, thrsatonod, or
endengered speciesT

d. Raduction in acreage or productivity of any

e. Establishment or sproad of noxious weeds?

f. O OFor P-R/D-J, will the projcct affect wetlands, or
prime and unique farmlaM?

r, Changes in tho divorsity, productivity or abundance
of plant species (including trees, shrubs, grass, crops,
and aquatic plants)7

Narrative Description and Evaluation of the Cumulative and Secondary Effccts on Land Rcsources (Attach additional pages of narrativc if needed):
4a. lf the Department accepts this land donation, the grazang actavity would be discontinued. This would provide an
excellent opportunity for all the plant species to rebound. This woutd altow the riparian zone to return to a more natural state
that would help crowd out the leafy spurge.

{

oo

lnclude a narrativc cxplanation under Part lll describing tho scop6 and level of impact. lf thc impact is unknown, explain why the unknown impact
hag not or can not be evaluated.
lncludc a narrative description addressing the items identified in 12.8.604-la (ARM)

Detemine whother thc deacribed impact may rcsult and respond on tho chocklist. Doscribc any minor or potentially significant impacts.
lnclude a discugsion about the isgue in the EA narrativc and include documentation if it will bc uscful.
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> 5. FlSHArt/ILDLlFE

Will the proposed action result in:

b. Changes in the divorsity or abundance of game animals
or bird speciesT

c. Changes in the diversity or abundance of nongame
species?

d. lntroduction of new species into an area?

c. Creation of a barrier to th6 migration or movement of
animals?

f. Adversc effects on any uniquc, rarc, thrc6tonod, or

g. lncrease in conditions that strols wildlifc populations or
limit abundance (including haracsment, legal or illegal
harvegt or other human activityl?

h, O OFor P-R/D-J, will the projoct be performcd in any area
in which T&E speciee aro prosont, and will the proioct
affect any T&E species or thoir habitat? (Aleo sec Sf)

i. OFor P-R/D-J, will thc projoct introduce or oxport sny
species not prosontly or historically occurring in thc
rcceiving locationT (Algo sec 5d)

PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT

a. Deterioration of critical fish or wildlifc habitat?

ftrrativc Description and Evaluation of thc Cumulative and Secondery Effccts on Land Resourceg (Attach additional pagcs of narrative if needed):

6. NOISE/ELECTRICAL EFFECTS

Wil! the proposed action result in:

IMPACTN Can lmpact
Bc

Mitigaedo

Comment
lndcx

UnknownI Nonc Minoril Potentially
Signiltcant

a. lncreages in cxisting noisc levcls? x
b. Exposure of people to scrve or nuieancc noisc levels? x
c. Creation of cl€ctrostotic or elcctromagnctic effccts
that could be detrimcntel to human hcalth or proporty?

x

d. lnterfcrence with radio oi tclcvilion rcccption and
opcration?

x

e. Other:

Narrative Dcscription and Evaluation of thc Cumulativc and Sccondary Effects on Land Resource3 (Attach additional pages of narrative if nocded):

o

a
oo

lnclude a narrative explanation undcr Part lll describing the scope and level of impact. lf tho impact is unknown, cxplain why thc unknown impact
has not or can not be cvaluated.
lnclude a narrativo description addressing tho it6ms identified in 12.8.604-la (ARM)
Detcrminc whethcr the described impact may result and respond on the checklist. Describo any minor or potentially significant impacts.
lncludo a discussion about the issuc in tho EA narrative and include documontation if it will be useful.
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HUMAN ENVIRONMENT

a. Alteration of or intorforcncc with thc productivity or
profitability of the existing land use of an area?

7. LAND USE

Will the proposed action result in:

b. Conflicted with a dosignatod natural area or area of
unusual scientific or educational importancc?

c. Conflict with any existing land usc whose presence
would constrain or potontially prohibit the proposed
action?

d, Adverse effects on or rclocation of residences?

Narrative Description and Evaluation of the Cumulative and Secondary Effecte on Land Regources (Attrch additional pagea of narrative if needed):
7a. The Maloney Ranch proiect as a whole is a land use plan for Mr. Prock the new owner of the property. This new land
use plan is a change in the existang land use that wi!! be in a graduated manner over the next 5-10 years.

HUMAN ENVIRONMENT

8. RISK/HEALTH HAZARDS

Will the proposed action result in:

b. Aflcct en existing cmcrgoncy rcsponsc oi omcrgcncy
evacuation plan or crcata a nccd for a ncw

c. Croation of any human health hazard or potcntial
hazardT

d. OFor P-R/D-J, will any chcmical toxicanta bc ugcd?
(Also scc 8a)

Rigk of an exploeion or releaae of hezerdour
aubstances (including, but not limitcd to oil, pcsticidca,
chcmicals, or radiationl in thc cvcnt of 6n accidont ol
other forms of diaruption?

0

,
.O

lnclude a narrativc cxplanation undor P6rt lll describing thc acopc and lcvcl of impact. lf thc impact is unknown, explain why the unknown impact
has not or can not be evaluated.
lncludc a narrativc description addressing tho item3 identified in 12.8.604-1a (ARM)

Determinc whethcr thc described impact may result and respond on tho chocklist. Dcacribo any minor or potentially significant impacts.
lnclude a discueoion about tho issue in the EA narrative and include documentation if it will be useful.

I

Can lmpact
Be

MitigatedcUnknown! | ruon" I uinor! | Potcntiallv



HUMAN ENVIRONMENT

a, Alteration of tho location, distribution, density, or
growth r6t6 of tho human population of an area?

9. COMMUNIW IMPACT

Will the proposed action result in:

b. Alteration of the social strucnlro of a community?

c. Altoration of the level or distribution of employment
or community or peraonal income?

d. Changes in industrial or commercial activity?

c, lncreesed traffic hazards or cffccts on existing
transportation facilities or pattorns of movemcnt of

9a. The Maloney Ranch project in itself wil! be a project in which new residential homes wilt be built to accomodate the
increase in population growth to ths area. The lands being donated to the Department is only a piecs of the overall project.
These paeces of land will serve as recreational areas to the community.

HUMAN ENVIRONMENT

1 O. PUBLIC SERVICES/TAXES/UTILITIES

Will the proposed action result in:

b. Will thc proposcd action havc cn cffcct upon thc
local or statc t6x basc and rcvcnuca?

c. Will thc proposcd action rctult in a nccd for ncw
facilities or subatential altcrationa of any of the
following utilitiea: elcctric powcr, natural O!E, othor fud
supply or distribution systoms, or communicationaT

d. Will the propoccd action result in increascd used of
any cnorgy source?

) e. Define projectcd rovcnuc lourcc!

) f. Definc prolectcd maintcncncc costl.

a. Will thc propoacd action havc an effcct upon or
result in a nced for ncw or altcrcd govcrnmentd
services in any of thc following arcce: firc or poticc
protection, schools, parks/recrcational faciliticr, roadc
or othor public maintcn6ncc, watcr eupply, aowct o,
soptic systcmg, solid yyastc dispolal, hcCth, o, othcr
govcrnmcntal scrviccsT lf any, cpccify:

10a. The donated lands to the Department wall be an added responsibality that wall have to be handled with existing budgets
and manpower. Even though our long term goals for these pieces would be to keep most of them in a natural condition, the
Department would still have responsabilities for weed control, public uss of the area, and protection of the resources.

0

a
oo

lncludc a narrativc clglanation undcr Part lll deacribing tho scopo and lcvcl of impact. lf the impact is unknown, explain why the unknown impact
hag not or can not be cvaluatcd.
lncludc a narrativc descdption addrcssing thc itoms identificd in 12.8.604-1a (ARM)

Determinc whcthcr thc dcacribed impact may result and respond on thc chccklist. Dcacribc any minor or potentially eignificant impacts.
lncludc a discussion 6bout thc isguc in the EA narrative and include documentation if it will be uscful.
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HUMAN ENVIRONMENT

> 1 1. AESTHETICSiRECREATION

Will the proposed action result in:

b. Alteration of tho aosthotic charsctor o, a community
or neighborhood?

)c. Alteration of tho quality or quantity of
recreational/tourism opportunities and sattings? (Aftach
Tourism Report)

d. O@}88J., will any designatcd or proposed wild
or scenic rivors, trails or wilderness areas bc impacted?
(Also see 1 1a, 1 lc)

. Alteration of any scenic vista or creation of an
aesthotically offensive sito or offoct that is op6n to
public viewT

Narrativc Description and Evaluation of the Cumulative and Sccondary Effccta on Land Rcsourcc! (Attach additional pagea of narrative if needcdl:
1 1c. This donation of land will provide some new recreational opportunities for tho public. Two of these pieces of property
will provide walk-in access to the Bitterroot River directly from Hwy 93. The other paeces of property witl provide ftoating
access from the river itself. One of these pleces is directly adiacent to existing Department property. lf the county accepts
their conservation easements and the Department acceptlr these pieces there wilt be some great opportunities to consider
some potential trails that may link Missoula with Lolo.

HUMATT ENVIRONMENT

) a. Destruction or altcration of any sitc, structurc or
object of prehistoric historic, or palcontological
importanceT

b. Physical change that would affect uniquc culturd
valucs?

c. Effccts on existing rcligious or sacrcd uscs of a sitc
or area?

d. O O@}!1@], will tho projcot affcct historic or
cultural rcsourcea? Anrch SllPtO btt ? of dornnct.
(Also sce 12.a)

1 2. CULTURAL/HISTORICAL RESOURCES

Will the proposed action result in:

Narrativc Description and Evaluation of thc Cumulativc and Secondary Effectg on Land Rcaourcee (Attach additional pagea of narrativc if needcdl:

u

ao

lnclude a narrativc explanation under Part lll dcscribing the scope and level of impact. lf thc impsct is unknown, explain why the unknown impact
has not or can not be evaluatcd.
lncludc a narrativc description addressing tho itoms identificd in 12.8.6O&1a (ARM)

Dstsrminc whothor thc doscribcd impact may rcsult and respond on tho chocklist. Describe any minor or potcntially significant impacts.
lncludc a discussion about thc issue in thc EA narrative and includc documcntation if it will be useful.

10
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HUMAN ENVIRONMENT

13. SUMMARY EVALUATION OF
SIGNIFICANCE

Will the proposed action, considered as a

b. lnvolve potential risks or advcrse cffects which are
uncortain but extremely hazardous if they were to
occurT

c, Potentially conflict with tho substantive requirements
of any local, stato, or federal law, regulation, standard
or formal plan?

d. Est6blish a precedcnt or likelihood that futuro actions
with significant environmental impacts will be
proposedT

e, Generate substantial debatc or controvorsy about thc
nature of tho impacts that would be created?

f. OFor P-R/D-J, is the projcct expected to havc
organizcd opposition o, goncratc substantial public
controvorsyT (Also see 13e)

g. O OFor P-R/D-J, liet any fcderol or statc permirs
requircd.

a. Have impacts that ar6 individually limited, but
cumulatively considerableT (A project or program m6y
result in impacts on two or moto soparato rosourcoa
which create a significant effect when considered
togsthor or in total.)

Arrativc 
Description and Evaluetion of thc Cumulative ar,rd Secondary Effccta on Land Rcsources (Attach additional pagcs of narrativc if needed):

0

oa

lnclude a narrative explahation under Part lll deecribing the scope and level of impact. lf the impact is unknown, explain why the unknown impact
has not or c6n not bc evaluated.
lnclude a narradve description addreseing tho itoms identified in 12.E.6O4-l a (ARMI
Determino whethcr the doscribod impact may rcsult and respond on tho chocktist. Describc any minor or potontially significant impacts.
lnclude a discussion 6bout tho issuc in thc EA narative and include documentation if it will bc useful.

11
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2. Description and analysis of reasonable alternatives (including the no action alternative) to the proposed action whenever! alternatives are reasonably available and prudent to consider and a discussion of how the alternatives would be implemented:

A. No action alternative - !f the Department does not accept these donated pieces of tand, it witt force Mr. prock will have
to find some other alternative himself. The obvious options that he has to look at are: find another willing party; put a

^(onservation 
easement on these pieces; keep the land for himself; or, sel! the land to whomever would want it. The

,utcomes to some of these options may not be the most desirable for the resources.

B. Accept the donated pieces of property - lf the Department accepts this donation of tand, the resources and the public
would greatly benefit. This action would help to preserve and protect a riparian area of the Bitterroot River. lt would ensure
that no alterations or development of the land would occur and that this type of open space would remain so. The public
would gain some new legal access to the Bitterroot River that has been missing between Missoula and Lolo.

lf Mr. Prock's whole proposal for conservation dedications go through, it wouta be reasonable to expect all three parties
receiving property to procede together on developing a comprehensive management plan. The properties together begin to
form a river corridor between Missoula and Lolo. The opportunities for public access and recreation would be enhanced.

There are some obvious management responsibilities that the Department will have to assume if the donation is accepted.
Those would be: weed contro!; enforcement of rutes and regulations; possibty some boundary and access signing; accessplanning; land planning that may include some trading of properties with adjoining neighbors;'and, public questions about
the area.

Even though all of these responsibilities obviously means money and manpower, the Department needs to be bold enough
to realize the benefit this donation means to the public and enhancement this wilt give to the quality of life we all enjoy-in
the Missoula valley. lt also doesn't mean that through the process of developing a management plan with the other parties
that alternative funding sources are not identified or conceived.

3. Evaluation and Iisting of mitigation, stipulation, or other control measures enforceable by the agency or another
governmont agency:

Weed control is obviously a big concern to the Department and the State of Montana. The Department witt make every
ttempt to address this issue on these properties as outlined in the 'Weed lnventory of the Maloney Ranch" by Land and

Water Consulting of Missoula. This report outllnes quite nicety some control alternatives that we can implement. The report
is on file at FWP Headquarters.

The 'Phase I Environmental Site Assessment Report" (ESA) of the properties by Shannon Environmental Services did not
produce evidence suggesting that recognized environmental conditions may affect the properties. The report is on file at
FWP Headquarters.

The !Maloney Ranch Resource lnventory' by WGM group is a fairly comprehensive report on the major resources of the
propefties. Two of the sections deal specifically with 'Fish and Wildlife' and "Recreation". The report is on fite at FWp
Headquarters.

4. Based on tho significance criteria evaluated in this EA, is an EIS required? YES / NO lf an EtS is not required, exptain whv
the EA is the appropriate level of analysis for this proposed action:

An environmental Assessment is the appropriate level of analysis for this project since the Department is just trying to
determine it this donation should be accepted or not. No impacts could be classified as being potentially significant.

5. Describe the level of public involvement for this project if any and, given the comptexity and the seriousness of the
environmental issues associated with the proposed action, is the level of pubtic involvement appropriate under the

Arcumstances?
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The appropriate level of public involvement is the publication of 3 legal notices, one each for the Missoulian, and the' Helena lndependent Record. The ads will announce the availability of tnJge and the dates of the 15 day comment period.

6. Duration of comment period if any:

October 20, 1995 to November 4, l9g5

7. Name, title, address and phone number of the Person(s) Responsible for Preparing the EA:

Lee Bastian, Regional Parks Manager
Department of Fish, Wildlife and Parks
3201 Spurgin Road
Missoula, MT 59801
(406)s42-5500
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